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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed 3/9/2009. Claims 1 , 4 and 20 
are currently amended. Claim 3 has been canceled. No claims have been newly 
added. Claims 1, 2, and 4-23 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1, 2 and 4-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Watkins, Jr. (4,394,027) in view of Yamamoto (3,724,703). 

Regarding claim 1 , Watkins, Jr. discloses a fuel transport vehicle having a 
chassis (22, 25), wheels (18, 19, 35a, 35b, 38), a tank (11) mounted on the chassis (22) 
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in a horizontal manner, and a fuel transfer system (15) having fuel-forwarding 
equipment (fuel filter 86, hydraulic motor 82 and a pump 80). Watkins, Jr. does not 
disclose the tank to be double-walled. However, Yamamoto teaches utilizing a double- 
walled tank for the hull of a tanker that stores gas with the tank having double-walls in 
order to easily detect any leak from an inner tank by analyzing the gas in the space 
between the double-wall (col. 2, lines 15-21). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the tank of 
Watkins, Jr. as a double-walled tank as taught by Yamamoto in order to allow for easy 
leak detection by analyzing the gas in the space between the double-walled portion of 
the tank. 

In regards to claims 2 and 4-19, Watkins, Jr. discloses the tank to be 
substantially cylindrical and the fluid transfer system having a filter (86), a hydraulic 
motor (82) and a pump (80) all located within a cabinet (15) along with other various 
components (col. 4, lines 44+) with the location of the various components clearly 
shown with respect to the chassis while the particular material of construction of the 
tank to be a matter of design choice. 

Regarding claims 20-23, Watkins, Jr. in view of Yamamoto disclose a method of 
transportation and storing fluids by providing a tank (11) mounted on a chassis (22, 25), 
wheels (18, 19, 35a, 35b, 38; wherein landing gear 38 contacts the ground when the 
tractor portion is detached from the tank chassis, col. 3, lines 21-25) with the tank 
having a double-wall as taught by Yamamoto in order to allow for easy leak detection by 
analyzing the gas in the space between the double-walled portion of the tank with the 
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tank being filled with a fuel (in this case, jet fuel) wherein the tractor (1 2) and tank (1 1 ) 
are mounted on chassis with wheels for allowing the tank to be movable and 
transported to a location with the fuel being stored on-site (fuel is kept in the tank until it 
is needed) and than using the tank to fuel equipment (in this case, an aircraft) at the 
location with fuel-forwarding equipment (fuel filter 86, hydraulic motor 82 and a pump 
80). 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 3/9/2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues the combination of the Watkins, Jr. reference in view of the 
Yamamoto reference on pages 6-8. The examiner disagrees. The Watkins, Jr. 
reference discloses a fuel transport vehicle that is used to transport fuel (fuel is 
transported within trailer 1 1 to a desired location), to store fuel (fuel is contained within 
the trailer 1 1 until the fuel is needed) and to deliver the fuel (fuel is delivered to a 
destination with the fuel being pumped from the trailer by the pumping module). The 
Yamamoto reference teaches the use of a double-walled tank wherein an inner tank 
(3a) is supported within a tank (3) with the tank (3) providing liquid-tightness and 
sufficient strength as a secondary barrier (col. 4, lines 21-25) along with the detection of 
a leakage of the inner tank (3a) by analyzing the gas between the inner tank (3a) and 
the tank (3) (col. 2, lines 1 5-21 ). The use of the double-walled tank provides for the 
tank (3) to be a secondary barrier for the fluid contained within the inner tank (3a) in 
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order to prevent the leakage of the fluid within the inner tank (3a) from escaping into the 
environment in the case a leakage of inner tank (3a) would occur. Therefore, the use of 
a double-walled tank would provide a secondary barrier for the fluid held within the inner 
tank (3) which a single-walled tank does not provide wherein the additional barrier aides 
in the protection of the environment from the fluid within the tank in the case of a 
leakage of the inner tank. 

In response to applicant's argument that one would use a double-walled tank for 
leak containment, the fact that applicant has recognized another advantage which 
would flow naturally from following the suggestion of the prior art cannot be the basis for 
patentability when the differences would otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 
227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 



Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Reese (5,564,588) discloses a multi-walled tank for storing 
flammable liquids. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew J. Rost whose telephone number is 571-272- 
271 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 - 4:30 M-Th and 7:00 - 1 2:00 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robin Evans can be reached on 571-272-4777. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/A. J. R./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3753 



/Gregory L. Huson/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3751 



